It may be desirable to add here that when these largest invariant subgroups of the two groups generated by s and t, respectively, are of the same index under these cyclic groups then the quotient group with respect to the invariant group generated by these subgroups is the direct product of their complementary cyclic groups. Moreover, these two invariant cyclic subgroups must always generate an abelian group when the cyclic groups generated by s and t, respectively, have only the identity in common. That is, when the order of this group is a maximum. The fact that the term "un teorema del Chapman," which appears on the page preceding the one of the Fortschritte der Mathematik to which we referred in the preceding paragraph, is a misnomer was noted by Chapman himself in the Messenger of Mathematics, volume 43 (1914), page 85. This correction seems especially desirable since the theorem is quite elementary.
It may be desirable to add here that when these largest invariant subgroups of the two groups generated by s and t, respectively, are of the same index under these cyclic groups then the quotient group with respect to the invariant group generated by these subgroups is the direct product of their complementary cyclic groups. Moreover, these two invariant cyclic subgroups must always generate an abelian group when the cyclic groups generated by s and t, respectively, have only the identity in common. That is, when the order of this group is a maximum. The fact that the term "un teorema del Chapman," which appears on the page preceding the one of the Fortschritte der Mathematik to which we referred in the preceding paragraph, is a misnomer was Proof.-First we take the case k = 1, and denote Bo and B1 by B and C, respectively. Let E be the sub-complex of D corresponding to B and C.
Given an i-chain of one of the complexes in question, the corresponding i-chain of another complex is denoted by adding as a subscript the letter denoting the latter. If, say, GI' is an i-chain of D, Gja' is the i-chain of A determined by the corresponding i-cells not in C. If G1 is the chain of D corresponding to some given chain of A, we denote the latter by Ga1', that is, by making a the first subscript.
Similar notation will apply to sets of chains. We call Lbdt the cycle of E associated with F1t, and denote by ( Let S be an n-manifoll with the Betti numbers of an nsphere, and C an (n -1)-manifold which is a sub-complex of S. Let A and B be point sets on S possessing finite or infinite topological Betti Vote. 16, 1930 
